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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-9 and 12 are pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: (line 17) "outputting of 
structural units of the selected part of the end-system message ", lacks antecedent basis. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
Claim 1 as amended discloses at (lines 10-13) "displaying the whole message-structure of the 
reference message and the generated end- system message, selecting an arbitrary structural 
unit of the reference message, selecting an arbitrary structural unit of the end-system 
message". Nowhere within applicant's specification, is the quoted "displaying the whole 
message-structure of the reference message and the generated end- system message" 
disclosed. Further, applicant's specification does not make clear that the selection made of the 
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structural unit is arbitrary as applicant's within their specification are referring to two specific 
messages (i.e. message structural units). Further clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Birsan et al. (Patent No US 6,848,078 Bl), hereinafter Birsan, in view of Tuma et al (A 
hands-on approach to teaching the basic OSI reference model, Journal: International 
Journal of Electrical Engineering Education, April 2000), hereinafter Tuma. 

7. With respect to claim 1 , Birsan discloses a method for determining deviations of an end- 
system message of modular structure generated in a hierarchically-structured end system of a 
telecommunications device (Abstract, lines 1-3) by comparison with a reference message 
(Column 5, lines 15-27) comprising the steps of: reading in a reference message (Column 8, lines 
43-49), reading in an end-system message (Column 9, lines 10-17) generated in the end system, 
performing a message-structure analysis of the reference message (Column 8, lines 43-49), 
performing a message-structure analysis of the generated end-system message (Column 9, lines 
10-17), displaying the whole message-structure of the reference message and the generated end- 
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system message (Column 2, lines 6-7), determining deviations of the selected structural unit of 
the end-system message by comparison with the selected structural unit of the reference message 
(Column 4, lines 37-57) based on a structure and values for parameters of structural units 
(Column 6, lines 30-41 and Column 7, lines 3-12; also See Figure 3, item (42) and (52)), and 
outputting of structural units of the selected part of the end-system message deviating from the 
reference message indicating values of parameters of respective structural units (Column 6, lines 
30-41 and Column 7, lines 3-12; also See Figure 3, item (42) and (52)) of the selected structural 
unit end-system message (Column 6, lines 43-47; Column 8, lines 58-59; also See Figure 3) 
generated in the end system (Column 9, lines 1 0- 1 7). 

Birsan does not disclose that the device is structured and based on an OSI reference model; 
containing information of different layers according to the OSI reference model; selecting an 
arbitrary structural unit of the reference message, selecting an arbitrary structural unit of the end- 
system message. 

However, Tuma discloses that the device is structured and based on an OSI reference model 
(Paragraph 1, Introduction, Page 1, of the NPL document; also see Figure 1.); containing 
information of different layers according to the OSI reference model (Paragraphs 1-6; Pages 1-7, 
of the NPL document, which discloses in detail what information each layer consists of); 
selecting an arbitrary structural unit of the reference message, selecting an arbitrary structural 
unit of the end-system message (Paragraph 3, The Data Link Layer, Page 3; subparagraph 5). 



Application/Control Number: 10/550,949 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2457 

It would have been obvious have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to combine the teachings of Birsan with the teachings of Tuma in order to 
provide the user with a more detailed comparison of messages and files by comparing the 
makeup of each message or file. 

8. With respect to claim 2, Birsan discloses identical structural units of the reference 
message and of the end-system message generated in the end system output, wherein the 
structural units of the end-system message deviating from the reference message are output in a 
manner graphically distinguishable from the identical structural units (Column 6, lines 14-24). 

9. With respect to claim 3, Birsan discloses structural units only present in the reference 
message are output in a manner graphically distinguishable from structural units other than the 
structural units only present in the reference message (Column 6, lines 14-24). 

10. With respect to claim 4, Birsan discloses structural units only present in the generated 
end-system message are output in a manner graphically distinguishable from structural units 
other than the structural units only present in the generated end- system message (Column 6, 
lines 14-24). 

1 1 . With respect to claim 5, Birsan discloses the structural units at least of the end- system 
message are output in a manner corresponding to a modular construction (Column 2, lines 55- 
61). 
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12. With respect to claim 6, Birsan discloses the outputting is provided in a first region of a 
screen display (Column 6, lines 17-21; see also Figure 3). 

13. With respect to claim 7, Birsan discloses the structural units of the end-system message 
are output in a second region with an indication of information regarding a data stream of the 
end-system message, wherein structural units deviating from the reference message are output in 
a manner distinguishable from structural units of the second region other than the structural units 
deviating from the reference message (Column 2, lines 6-17). 

14. With respect to claim 8, Birsan discloses the structural units of the end-system message 
are output in a third region with an indication of information of a data stream of the reference 
message, wherein structural units deviating from the reference message are output in a manner 
distinguishable from structural units of the third region other than the structural units deviating 
from the end-system message (Column 2, lines 6-17). 

15. With respect to claim 9, Birsan discloses a digital storage medium with electronically- 
readable control signals, configured to co-operate with a programmable computer or digital 
signal processor (Column 9, lines 18-25). 

16. With respect to claim 12, Birsan discloses computer software product with program-code 
means stored on a machine-readable data carrier, for the implementation of the method according 
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to claim 1, when the software is run on a computer or a digital signal processor (Column 9, lines 
26-34). 

Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 and 12 have been considered but are not 
persuasive. 

18. With respect to applicant's argument on page 8 of the instant arguments. Applicant's 
contend that prior art Tuma et al. does not "discuss the selection of an arbitrary structural unit of 
such a message". The examiner respectfully disagrees and states to applicant's that on (Page 7; 
Paragraph 1) Tuma discloses ". . .selects the message that has the smallest granted-to-requested 
bandwidth ratio Furthermore, the examiners states to applicant's that "an arbitrary 
structural unit of a message" was never defined, specified nor explained. The term is also 
broad as an arbitrary structural unit can be anything that constitute the message or its make-up 
and as such opens itself up to be interpreted broadly and reasonably by the examiner as indicated 
in the above cited and quoted excerpt from the prior art, which is to be construed in conjunction 
with the above rejection of the claim. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MARSHALL MCLEOD whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3808. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 a.m-4:00 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ramy M Osman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2457 

/Marshall McLeod/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2457 
9/22/2009 



